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the line of his purposes, he may have seen fit to
postpone it. But the necessity of postponing one
thing to another belongs only to limited power.
Omnipotence could have made the objects compatible.
Omnipotence does not need to weigh one considera-
tion against another. If the Creator, like a human
ruler, had to adapt himself to a set of conditions
which he did not make, it is as unphilosophical as
presumptuous in us to call him to account for any
imperfections in his work; to complain that he left
anything in it contrary to what, if the indications of
design prove anything, he must have intended.
He must at least know more than we know, and we
cannot judge what greater good would have had to be
sacrificed, or what greater evil incurred, if he had
decided to remove this particular blot. Not so if he
be omnipotent. If he be that, he must himself have
willed that the two desirable objects should be incom-
patible ; he must himself have willed that the ob-
stacle to his supposed design should be insuperable.
It cannot therefore be his design. It will not do to
say that it was, but that he had other designs which
interfered with it; for no one purpose imposes neces-
sary limitations on another in the case of a Being
not restricted by conditions of possibility.

Omnipotence, therefore, cannot be predicated of
the Creator on grounds of natural theology. The
fundamental principles of natural religion as deduced